142-io Hoover Avenue 
Apartment 404 
Jamaica, New York 11435 

February 22, 1991 

David Wrone 

1518 Blackberry Lane 

Stevens Point, WI 54481 

Dear Dave: 

I appreciate your letter of February 17, and the 
thought you have given to the matter of Sylvia Meagher's 
archives- As Mrs, Meagher's colleague, friend, and occa- 
sional legal adviser, I would have strongly preferred to 
withhold any comment on the handling these materials but for 
the unfortunate death of Stone and the self-serving, impres- 
sionistic, and terribly distorted effort by Mr, Weisberg to 
establish a record on this same subject- I am personally 
dismayed by Mr. Weisberg' s imputing to Mrs, Meagher a desire 
to financially benefit me, which is an untruth born out of 
his extreme fantasies about her dealings with younger men, 
X did not until now discuss this matter outside of a very 
small circle- 2 

The essential point is that there has been a very seri— 
ous failure of the purposes Mrs- Meagher had in mind for 
these archives, and whoever may examine them must do so with 
the awareness that Weisberg shares Stone's responsibility 
for the latter's failure to perform certain undertakings to 
her, both orally and as prescribed by her Last will and 
Testament, concerning the handling of her body of work. Ob- 
viously, all of us would have preferred that Stone had full 
command of his mental faculties and had not mulled these 
matters while hurtling toward his own self — extinction . 

It is crucial to an understanding of this matter that 
Mrs, Meagher intended, first and foremost, that her archives 
be used now and in the present to advance the state of ex- 
isting knowledge about the assassination of President 
Kennedy, and then be placed in a university or college li- 
brary, This is not instinct, imputation, inference or di- 
vining on my part; it is clearly expressed in her Will- 
Whatever were the content of their private communications, 
it is clear to me based upon my personal contacts with Stone 
that he had no interest in the John F, Kennedy matter, I 
point this out because what I am hearing from both you and 
Mr, Weisberg revolves around a M scholar-in-residence ,f con- 
cept of staid historians or professional academicians work- 
ing with these files under some foundation grant or for a 
doctoral project, or for a seminar with a class of 12, 
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than j he . lltunedia te practical needs of present-day re- 
f and J ournalists for whom Meagher envisioned her 
files as a working tool. she served both constituencies. 

I have also pointed out that, under the circumstances 

duS'consl^Tr . body . of , work ma y now be Presented without the 
donsideratlon which she entrusted to one with whom she 
had personally and confidentially communicated. 

commeL^T 6 ^ 3 are also intended to both illuminate and 
ter^hiS lnor^r C °£ d ° f ? r - . Weisberg's influence in this nat- 
™ i k curiosity about Mrs. Meagher's sexuality 
(in addition to her personal views of him); and the treat- 

“It!"?. 10 ? "e^her-s archives, her work, andher"^- 

tational interests have received to date. F 

In his efforts to urge Greg Stone to leave the archives 

tion a het tly With Hood '. Ml f* Meisberg ignored a clear distinc- 
^eniunM 6 " responsibility to an individual who leaves such 
a collection, and responsibility to history. while I be- 
lieve it is possible for one person to perform both, what I 
am saying is that stone undertook directly to Mrs. Meagher 

to arfvan ect *tf nd p f eserve '' the b ° d Y of her work and "use it 
of th^ ^f«u e , stabe °f existing knowledge and understanding 
of the case" (quotes from the Will). His responsibility 

he?°oi ni < 2Ui. ed ful ? ll 3 ing whatever representations he made to 
STLf wbateve f instructions he noted during their discus- 
. He cou , ld not possibly perform his responsibilities 
exa “ in ® d her P a P e fs. He did not examine her pa- 
or inW U f e - he ll kneW t3 ? at he had no knowledge, understanding 
inrf -f t in her wor5c ' which is why the subject of my be- 

lng his surrogate reviewer" came up. He understood that 
someone who actually worked with Mrs. Meagher and was close 

beforp °? ght t °/ t - i eaSt take a good look at what was there 
Sfv passed into other hands. He could not credibly 

what tw permanent home for these papers without know- 
ing what they contained so that he could propose ideas to 
to iha? administrators . He could not give any consideration 
\f avisos ought to be attached to a permanent deposit 
unless he knew what her files contained- 

nr . f .J!f: Wei f 1 ?f. rg 1:00 easil Y dismissed and belittled Stone's 
p ence (which I shared) that someone acting on Mrs 
“fiber's behalf should work out details regarding tL 
^ f hSr flles * Would that Greg stone (or someone 
?i® e . ° n Mrs - Meagher's behalf) have said to a col- 

. d . lke bo see you give prominent mention of this 
collection in your admissions catalog. I'd like you to 
print a catalog of the collection and make it available for 

her ° libra rv^u^i' K I,d like 3 r f P resentat i°n from you that 
ner Ubrary will be preserved intact and kept apart from 

your general circulation materials. I would like you to ask 


I David Wrone 

February 22 , 1991 
Page 3 


for identification from people wishing to examine her files * 
I would like you to obtain from the family of Sylvia Meaqher 
a , s ^if^hle portrait for hanging in your library, which 
should be mounted with a legend noting that her archives re- 
side here, etc, M Mr* Weisberg did a serious disservice to 
both Mrs* Meagher and Stone by attempting to persuade the 
latter that he needn't be concerned; someone else at Hood 
would take care of everything , 

Stone was never even interested enough to inventory the 
contents of her bequest! Would he have even known or cared 
if someone got into those file cabinets and made off with 
some of her books, etc*, before he turned ownership and pos- 
session over to an institution? 

Ms responsibility in the first instance to make 
the kinds of judgments that he and I discussed, as set forth 
in my memorandum, and to carry out whatever instructions 
Mrs* Meagher gave to him, which he obviously agreed to per- 
form; it is the permanent repository's responsibility to 
make their own independent judgments as to how they wish to 
handle and present the materials* 

The pattern of Mr. Weisberg 's behavior is manifest to 
all who have labored in this field, i . e. , the venom pervad- 
ing his assaults against any published author whose renown 
poses a challenge to his own or who has failed to acknowl- 
edge his self-proclaimed primacy in the field of assassina* 
tion research, Mrs* Meagher is the single major critic of 
the Warren Commission whose work Mr* Weisberg could not im- 
peach directly. To be blunt, for all his sanctimony about 
the demands of history, Mr, Weisberg just wants to see what 
Mrs, Meagher had on him and learn whatever he can about her 
relationships with a series of young men beginning with 
Edward J, Epstein and including your writer. No living per- 
son who has been involved in this controversy since its in- 
ception can be trusted to lay claim to serving the cause of 
history, which will have to make its own judgments. Each of 
us has his own agenda (I confess my own need to work with 
Meagher's files to complete the research necessary to my own 
projects) , and Mr* Weisberg' s odor of sanctity both perme- 

and digc redits the repository cum monument- to-himse If 
which he is attempting to build at Hood* Notwithstanding 
his contributions, he is dangerous, and his special rela- 
tionship with Hood clouds its pretensions to hegemony in the 
field of assassination scholarship. 

Your argument, simply restated, is that Mr. Weisberg is 
the center of gravity and all objects of a similar nature 
must obey the laws of gravity, 1 reject this as specious, 
for by the same methodology, Washington, D.c. would be the 
ideal choice* 
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This unremarkable school. Hood College, with its over- 
whelmingly WASP female student population (and I deplore the 
inf initesmal proportionate representation of religious, 
racial and ethnic minorities in its student body, a deeply 
perverse repository for Mr. Weisberg's King assassination 
archives) has nothing extraordinary to recommend it except 
that Harold Weisberg has elected to establish his own per- 
sonal memorial there {as you know, he is not only donating 
his files but also his house and land to the school) . 

As a serious researcher, I could not totally rely on 
Mr. Weisberg's collection to the exclusion of the National 
Archives and FBI and CIA reading rooms. Even he admits that 
people have purloined documents from his files. No serious 
scholar who works with Mr. Weisberg's material can ever en- 
joy the same comfort and confidence of viewing the primary 
source material at its source. In strict academic terms, 
Weisberg's collection has no greater value than secondary 
source material. But he feeds you and permits smoking. 

Sylvia Meagher knew that Mr. Weisberg was putting his 
papers at Hood. 

As I have indicated elsewhere, the issue is not mere 
availability of an institution, but which institution would 
offer the best permanent home for Mrs. Meagher's work, an 
inquiry Mr. Stone never carried beyond Hood College. 

As you are aware, Mrs. Meagher did not align herself 
ideologically or otherwise with other writers, but preferred 
that her work be judged on its own merit. The repositing of 
her materials with Hood (and the concomitant interest of 
other researchers who are now also thinking that their files 
should go to the same place as hers and Weisberg's) may one 
day cause unborn future scholars to mistakenly view Meagher 
as merely one among a small group of assassination buffs (of 
whom the most prodigious appearing was Harold Weisberg) , 
whereas the quality of her work is clearly of a higher order 
and ambition. You should also know that Mrs. Meagher's will 
® J ^P3 ;, ® sses her desire that her archives of books, papers, 
etc. be preserved as an intact collection. How this may im- 
pact upon Hood's (if that is the permanent destination) sys- 
tem is something only they can answer. 

By itself, the Meagher archives traces the development 
of the assassination controversy until shortly after the 
25th anniversary, not only through file materials but also 
through her library of books. It is especially strong for 
the years 1965-1971, encompassing her active writing and 
speaking on the case, but also includes much material carry- 
ing the case forward through the HSCA and beyond. Granted, 
her archive does not include the vast quantity of government 
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documents obtained by Weisberg under the FOIA- One seeking 
a broad overview of the case, however, could spend months 
(if not as long as two years or more depending on one's fa- 
miliarity with the case) mastering this collection alone be- 
fore tackling another. Undoubtedly, since both Mr, Weisberg 
and Mrs, Meagher were contemporaries in the early days of 
the critical studies movement, and both performed extensive 
research at the National Archives, there will be much dupli- 
cation of the source materials found in their respective 
collections. 

The fact that there may not be many academicians around 
who are already prepared to guide "tourists" through the 
thicket, is itself an argument for at least attempting to 
establish a collection such as this at a university with a 
large and diverse faculty in a variety of disciplines. How 
better to make this archive widely accessible than to en- 
lighten some major institutions as to its existence, scope 
and potential, and to guage their responses? 

If these materials are reposited at Hood, what happens 
if Mr. McKnight decides to relocate to another college or 
university? In all the years I have dealt with Weisberg, 
neither he nor (more recently) Greg Stone have mentioned the 
names or qualifications of any other faculty members who 
would devote any attention to the assassination materials. 
And, where is the money to handle these collections coming 
from? Does Mr. McKnight or anyone else at Hood have the 
wherewithal to walk into a private foundation and obtain en- 
dowment money? How many years is it going to take before 
they finish cataloging Weisberg' s collection and get to 
Meagher's? How much staff are they willing to devote to 
this, and on what basis? Suppose Hood wished to sponsor a 
conference on the case: What are its facilities for accom- 
modating the number of people who could be expected? Where 
are those people going to stay for two or three days? I ask 
these questions out of complete ignorance and with all sin- 
cerity and respect. 

You express interest in Meagher's biographical profile. 
Certain aspects of this subject may long remain guarded by 
those who knew her for reasons which transcend personal loy- 
alty. There are still those (including Mr, Weisberg) who, 
because they could not impeach her work would relish the op- 
portunity to destroy her reputation. I refer not only to 
Warren critics and conspiracy theorists, but also proponents 
of the Warren Report who are prone to use any excuse to tar- 
nish the work of the critics. I will not lend myself to 
voyeurism (although that should not be taken as denigrating 
your sincere interest) so long as the work she began may yet 
help to achieve a practical Impact In advancing the case 
within the lifetimes of those for whom the assassination 
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still holds personal meaning and significance . (That which 
remains generally unknown about Sylvia Meagher will ulti- 
mately, in my opinion, inure to her credit as a courageous 
dissenter who took great personal risks in achieving her 
preeminence among the critics) . There will be time enough 
in the future to consider her deepest drives and motiva- 
tions- I have recorded some brief insights and observations 
and these will be available; I have to think awhile about 
the impact they will have upon other people and the cause- 

I do not trust myself to decide wisely at this time. 

Further regarding Greg Stone and Oliver Stone: Greg 
called me on the day he received the offer- I believe that, 
if I was not the first, I was certainly among the first he 
spoke to about this, and that X am the first to have raised 
as a hypothetical question (assuming he accepted the offer), 

II Why not take at least a portion of this money and use it to 
endow Sylvia's papers?” (Stone told me he'd been offered 
$25,000- He told Mr. Weisberg $15,000.) He definitely was 
not considering using the money for any purpose related to 
Sylvia's papers or her work- I took notes during the con- 
versation. I stand by my previous account, and I believe he 
probably spoke to both you and Mr. Weisberg after he had 
spoken to me and considered how his intentions sounded. 

Your use of the word "dissembling" was probably the 
most apt description. Based on my personal impressions and 
the information available to me. Stone appears to have been 
an intelligent and articulate, yet acutely troubled, con- 
fused and unstable young man seeking succor and approval, 
even through the devices of patronization and outright de- 
ceit. This suggests the disquieting possibility that Sylvia 
Meagher saw more in Stone than she might have perceived when 
in her prime, but then, were it not for my conversations and 
correspondence attending his suicide, I would not have seen 
him as I do now. 


Sincerely yours. 





Roger B. Feinman 


